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idealists of the Oxford school, State-sovereignty assumes
most perilous dimensions and arrives, though by a
very different route, at the Hobbesian heaven of absolu-
tism. Green was too great, too sane a man to foiiget
the individual. * Of his general principles we may at
any rate say one thing. He has seized the philosophy
of Greece and of Germany and interpreted it for English-
men with a full measure of English caution, and with
a full reference to that deep sense of the " liberty of
the subject " and that deep distrust of " reason of
State " which marks all Englishmen/ * It might be
wiser to say, 'which used to mark*. War inevitably
shatters civil liberties, and the teaching of Green's
successors had already given a dangerous sanction to
the centralization which, is the seeding-bed of bureau-
cratic tyranny. The beneficent influence of Mill was
still at work when Green wrote ; with his followers, like
Dr. Bosanquet, the reaction to State-sovereignty is
complete.
Dr. Bosanquet's Philosophical Theory of the State is
a sympathetic study in Rousseauism—with the historic
Rousseau left out. English representatives of * Natural
Right * had abstracted one-half of Rousseau's teaching
and left out the other : so Dr. Bosanquet abstracts the
doctrine of the Real or General Will and links it with
Hegelian idealism. His whole argument rests on the
assertion that there is no contrast, no conflict between
the individual and society. But, while society may be
just as necessary to the individual as the individual is
to society, the whole of human experience has sup-
ported the idea of a real divergence between the two.
"The doctrine of the social contract does contain a basis
of philosophical, though not of historical, truth : men
dwell in society because they need each other, but they
1 Ernest Barker, Political Thought fyovt Spencer to To-day, p* 58.

